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their budget resolution included the
single largest tax increase in American
history. Well, don’t take my word for
it, Mr. Chairman. The Washington
Post, not exactly known as the leading
conservative publication in America,
wrote: ‘““And while House Democrats
say they want to preserve key parts of
Bush’s signature tax cuts, they project
a surplus in 2012 only by assuming that
all these cuts expire on schedule in
2010.”” Now, that is the Washington
Post, which most people view as one of
the more liberal newspapers in Amer-
ica. That’s what they say.

Now, my friends from the other side
of the aisle, Mr. Chairman, may say we
are not raising taxes; we are just let-
ting tax cuts expire. Well, Mr. Chair-
man, if you have the same salary or
wage next year as you had last year,
but somehow your tax burden is great-
er, I can tell you this much: Anybody
in the Fifth Congressional District of
Texas is going to call that a tax in-
crease.

Now, something that my friends from
the other side of the aisle don’t seem to
get, because they say that we need
money for housing, we need money for
transportation, we need money for
this, we need money for that, there is
another budget in America that funds
housing, that funds transportation. Mr.
Chairman, that is the family budget.
And the only budget that is being cut
tonight is the American family budget,
and it is being cut by Democrat col-
leagues.

I talk to a lot of hard-working people
in my congressional district, in the
Fifth Congressional District of Texas,
and I hear from them because more
spending like what is included in this
bill fuels more taxes, the largest single
tax increase in American history. And
I ask them, how is this tax increase
going to impact your family budget?

So I hear from people like the Peter-
son family in Van, Texas: “If you di-
vide the amount by 12 months of the
year, this tax increase comes out to
$229.58 per month. I am a widow, full-
time college student, and single moth-
er of a growing preteen boy. This
amount would be impossible to squeeze
out of my already overextended month-
ly income . . . This monthly amount is
more than half of my monthly vehicle
installment . . . A tax increase of that
magnitude would mean that something
would have to be given up in my house-
hold.”

That is the budget that is being cut
here, Mr. Chairman. The Peterson fam-
ily in Van, Texas, they are having their
budget cut. They are having their
transportation budget cut. They can’t
afford their monthly car payments be-
cause of this bill, which, even though
they deny it, is part of the single larg-
est tax increase in American history.

Or from the Jordan family in Forney,
Texas, in my district: ‘““All of us have
been affected by large increases in the
price of gas for our cars, electricity
rates, cost of water, and cost of food.
My husband and I both drive older ve-
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hicles and turn up our thermostat to
uncomfortable levels . . . This tax in-
crease reinforces the feeling that elect-
ed leaders could care less about the
struggles of families trying to avoid
going into ever-increasing debt.”

Well, guess what? I agree, because
once again we have a bill brought to
the floor by the Democrat majority
that is going to cut the family budget,
that is going to cut the Jordan budget
in Forney, Texas. And there are family
budgets all across America that are
going to be cut because this bill spends
too much of the people’s money. It
takes away from their housing prior-
ities, it takes away from their trans-
portation priorities to fuel the govern-
ment’s, Washington’s, view of their pri-
ority.

And that is why you are either part
of the problem, or you are part of the
solution. And the gentlewoman from
Colorado’s amendment is part of the
solution, and we should adopt it.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman,
could I inquire as to how much time is
remaining?

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from Colorado has 7% minutes
remaining, and the gentleman from
California has 17% minutes remaining.

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, at
this time I would like to yield 3% min-
utes to my friend from Georgia (Mr.
GINGREY).

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding.

I stand in full support of her amend-
ment to cut one-half of 1 percent from
a $61 billion appropriations bill.

Mr. Chairman, a few minutes ago
when my colleague from Georgia had
an amendment that wanted to cut 1
percent, 1 percent, 1 penny on the dol-
lar, you ruled that the voice vote was
enough, that the Democratic majority
had rejected my colleague from Geor-
gia’s amendment to just cut 1 penny.
And now my colleague from Colorado,
you won’t accept that. So we are ask-
ing you would you cut 50 cents, one-
half of 1 percent?

When my colleague from Georgia was
talking, the gentleman from Ohio
called us this ‘“‘fringe group’ on that
side of the aisle. This ‘‘fringe group.”
Well, Mr. Chairman, I am a proud
member of that fringe group, as well as
another 104 Members on this side of the
aisle that are part of that fringe group,
indeed, the majority of the minority.
The gentleman from Ohio, who is part
of that fringe group, the 30-Some-
things, the next time I say that to him,
I will say I am paying him a com-
pliment. He is too young to remember
the song from the musical ‘‘Okla-
homa’: ‘“The Surrey With the Fringe
on Top.” But it is that fringe on top of
the surrey that makes that carriage so
beautiful that it is going to deliver
some fiscal responsibility to the great
people of this country.

And how many times, Mr. Chairman,
have you seen a spot on television or
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the radio where they tug at your
heartstrings by asking, won’t you just
give 1 penny to the children, or won’t
you just give 1 penny to the starving
people in Bangladesh, or won’t you just
give 1 penny to the veterans, or won’t
you give 1 penny to this group or that
group? And what we are saying on this
side of the aisle, Mr. Chairman, is
won’t you just return 50 cents to the
hardworking taxpayers of this country
who are sweating, slaving, and working
every day trying to make ends meet?

And as the gentlewoman from Colo-
rado pointed out, this is not a cut. This
is just reducing the increase from 6.7
percent of what we spent in fiscal year
2007 to 6.2 percent. And say to my
friends, the Democratic majority, who
want to increase spending $81 billion in
this fiscal year, when they are com-
plaining about an $8.9 trillion debt,
how does that make sense, if you are
concerned about the debt, and you have
got these signs all over the Capitol,
and you want to increase spending $81
billion?

Let’s get real. Let’s get real. We
asked you to cut 3 percent; you won’t
do that. We asked you to cut 1 percent;
you won’t do that. You won’t even give
a penny back. And we ask you to give
half of a penny now in the gentle-
woman’s amendment from Colorado. It
is the compassionate thing to do.

Vote ‘‘yes’ on this amendment.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. SHADEGG).

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding.

I rise in strong support of this
amendment. It is an amendment that I
hope all our colleagues understand. It
would reduce the increase in spending
not by 3 percent, not by 1 percent, but
by one-half of 1 percent. Now, it is not
a cut.

The word ‘‘cut” gets misused on this
floor, and we have heard it misused and
misused and misused and misused here
tonight. No one is proposing a cut.

We just heard a long discussion about
how the last amendment was going to
cut spending for airport security. It
was going to cut spending for housing
for the elderly. It was going to cut
spending for this program and that pro-
gram and the other program.

Let’s assume every single one of
those programs is a very worthy pro-
gram. There is no doubt that they are.
They are indeed very worthy programs.
But not a single amendment has been
proposed tonight, not one amendment,
not one amendment proposed by my
colleagues, would cut spending. Every
single amendment proposed by this
side, every single amendment proposed
by my colleagues over here who have
said we want to change the bill a tiny
amount, would increase spending, but
we would reduce the increase by a tiny
amount.



